seasessieeonsnety

NUMBER: DATE: 19 December 1960

*0e00000000000 0
CO0000C00000 0 QOO000000

TABLE OF CONTENTS

327. SINO-SOVIET TENSIONS: The Moscow
. Manife sto
328. Growing Disillusionment in Iraq With Soviet

»
sasees

Trade Agreement and Aid
. 329. The "New Soviet Man'' Develops Slowly
KON CR L ORORRXORX OO 330. The Situation in Hungary Four Years After
the Re volt

Q00000 BOOO000
DOO00000C00000 »

0000000000000
00

000000000
00

DOCO0000000000
00000000000 DOOCXX0




| o em—m—— -~
327 (Contﬁpproved For Release 2000/08/27 : CIA-RDP78-03061A000100020016-3
' 3, Peaceful Co-Existence. The principle of peaceful coexistence is
stressed throughout the text, butitis gurrounded by many not so peaceful
reservations and Umitations. Under the heading '"Workers Educated in
Internationalism', the document alleges:
"War is a constant companion of capitalism'
"Ag long as imperialism exists there will be soil for wars of
aggression
"y, S, imperialism is the main force of aggression and war "
After the customary attacks on West Germany, the declaration states
under the heading '"Imperialists Accused of Causing Arms Race''s
"The imperialists frustrate all constructive disarmament pro-
posals by the Soviet Union..."
"The U.S., ruling circles have wrecked the Paris meeting of the
heads of government"
"The aggressive nature of imperialism has not changed"
Only as though an afterthought, the document adds:
"War is not fatally inevitable"
One might suspe ¢t that this language permits the CCP to continue believin:
war to be inevitable, as long as they are not fatalistic about it, Further.
under the heading "Prevention of War Called Pressing Task', the
declaration first seems to confirm Moscow's repeated warnings against
the dangers of nuclear war:
"The democratic and peace forces today have no task more
pressing than that of safeguarding humanity against a global
thermo-nuclear disaster. The unprecedented destructive power of
modern means of warfare demands that the main actions of the
anti-war and peace-loving forces be directed towards preventing
wars, "
This pseudo-humanitarian approach, however, quickly turns into
aggressive Communist maneuvers:
"To fight for peace today means to maintain the greate st vigilance,
indefatigably to lay bare the policy of the imperialists, to keep
a watchful eye on the intrigues and maneuvers of the warmongers,
arouse the righteous indignation of the peoples against those who
are heading for war....
"In the countries where the imperialists have established war
bases, it is necessary to step up the struggle for their abolition. ..
"The struggle of the peoples against the militarization of their
countries should be combined with the struggle against the
capitalist monopolies connected with the U.S. imperialists...."
Finally, the document threatens openly:
"But should the imperialist maniace start war, the peoples will
sweep capitalism out of existence and bury it. "
This contradicts various recent Soviet statements which admitted that
general nuclear war might infllict intolerable damage upon the Communist
nations, too.
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f. Cold War - No, Intensified Class Struggle - Yes! The paper
reiterates the allegation that the '"cold war' is a US invention. Under the
heading 'ISocialist Victory Predicted in Peaceful Competition", the
declaration proclaims:
"Communists emphatically reject the U.S, doctrine of cold war
and brinkmanship, for it is a policy leading to therrnonuclear
catastrophe. "
Throughout the paper, however, there are numerous indications of
intensified class struggle, both national and international, whether
"peaceful’ or violent. Actually, the entire text contains far more
'violent'" words, such as struggle, revolutionary, etc., than references
to "peaceful coexistence'. Under the heading '"Peace is Described as
"Socialist Ally", the declaration asserts:
"Peaceful coexistence of states does not imply renunciation of the
class struggle, as the revisionists claim. The coexistence of
states with different social systems is a form of class struggle
between socialism and capitalism. In conditions o peaceful
coexistence, favorable opportunities are provided for the develop-
ment of the class struggle...." :
After asserting that 'the working class and its vanguard -- the Marxist-
Leninist party -- seek to achieve the Socialist revolution by peaceful
means'', the document threatens (under the heading "Clasgs Struggle
Stressed as Path to Reform'"):
"In the event of the exploiting classes' resorting to violence
against people, the possibility of non-peaceful transition to social-
ism should be bornein tAnd. Leninisem teaches, and experience
confirms, that the ruling classes never relinquish power
voluntarily, " ‘
g. Communist Tactics: The declaration confirms and re-emphasizes at
length well-known Communist tactics, such as: United Fronts, especially
with labor unions and Socialists; peace propaganda; support of national
independence movements. The Chinese have apparently won their point
on this latter issue: not only does the declaration specifically
acknowledge the impact of China in Africa, Asia and 'Latin America,
but it also accepts the Chinese distrust of the ''national bourgeoisie' in
the newly independent countries, ' by stating (under the heading ""Basis
of Unity Stated for Progressive Forces"):
"As social contradictions grow, the national bourgeocisie inclines
more and more to compromising with domestic reaction and
imperialism, -The people, however, begin to see that the best way
to abolish age-long backwardness and to improve their living
standard is that of non-capitalist development. '
Somewhat new, at least in its choice of certain target countries, is the
appeal on behalf of policical prisoners, under the heading '"Monopolies
Accused of Contradictions'':
", ...this meeting expresses proletarian solidarity with the
courageous sons and daughters of the working class and the
fighters for democracy, languishing behind prison bars in the

5
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U.S5,A., Spain, Portugal, Japan, West Germany, Greece, Iran,
Pakistan, the United Arab Republic, Jordan, Iraq, Argentina,
Paraguay, the Dominican Republic, Mexico, the Union of South
Africa, the Sudan and other countries." 25X1C10b
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. ~Shortly after the Iraqgi coup of July 1958, bilateral trade agreements were
signed with various members of the Soviet Bloc, and the Bloc subsequently made
further attempts to penetrate Iraqi markets with trade fairs, exhibits, and
attractive price offers to potential Iraqi buyers. An agreement for economic aid
and technical cooperation was reached between Iraq and the USSR in March 1959._.
However, within the past year, Iraqis have been manifesting growing dissatisface
tion with the outcome of trying largely to substitute Bloc aid in an economy which
previously had been largely dependent upon the free world., Criticism has even
appeared in nationalist organs of the Baghdad press. Three derogatory articles
have already appeared in Al-Hurriyah, and one long editorial in Al-Ahali has had
some questioning and rather plaintive "observations to make. "' Apparent Bloc
shortcomings in trade practices of which the Iraqis complain, include: a general
inflexibility about specifications and prices regarding exports from Iraq; Iraqi
consumer dissatisfaction with some Soviet products (such as automobiles);
inadequate spares and maintenance; and dissatisfaction with the apparent Bloc
inability to meet desired delivery dates. The economic aid and technical
cooperation agreement has come in for even more severe adverse criticism
(although the Iraqis themselves as well as the Qasim regime are in part to
blame). A major point of complaint is the exchange rate, which was pegged at
a value considered to be highly favorable to the Soviets: 11, 2 Rubles to the Dinar.
For example, the UAR, with a currency unit valued at about 75% of the Dinar,
receives 11. 5 Rubles. Furthermore, under the original credit of 137. 5 million
dollars under the agreement of 1959, intended for use in an ambitious program
aimed at the economic development of Iraq (beginning with 25 specific, listed
projects), not a single factory has been established under the Soviet plan,
which included a steel mill, a pharmaceutical plant, an agricultural machinery
factory, textile mills, and some other light industrial plants. The Iraqis may -
remember Soviet actions in the past with their purchases from the UAR of long-
staple cotton: USSR sales were made at prices and in places which undercut
normal UAR markets. Similar action with Cuban sugar is now being taken by
the USSR: for example, 1, 500 tons of Cuban sugar was bought by the USSR and
shipped in Soviet vessels to Bulgaria and later sold to Jordan at prices well
below those prevalling in Jordan. (Do not use in Jordan) For UAR audiences

emphasize that the Soviets are responsible for cut-rate cotton marketing
practices. 25X1C10b
Guidance

Approved For Release 2000/08/2 ainikiSniRiillo061A000100020016-3



25X1C10b
Approved For Release 2000/08/27 : CIA-RDP78-03061A000100020016-3

Approved For Release 2000/08/27 : CIA-RDP78-03061A000100020016-3



- . Y expemptpa— ¥ December 1960

329.. THPPRAR SSNiREIRAER 20DILEp & SRl 8-03061A000100020016-3
. A basic problem for the Soviet elite is, how is the ordinary man to be led
to do what the elite thinks he should? In a democratic society, men work
willingly for their own private material and spiritual goals, along the lines
accepted in and compatible with such a society., But the followers of Lenin scorn
the shibboleths, as they consider them, of the '""bourgeoisie, ' and seek to
mobilize humanity for Ysocialism, ' actually for the furtherance of their own
power status, The difficulties involved in doing this compelled Lenin himself

to give ground and introduce the New Economic Program. Stalin adopted a policy
of coercion and terror, and his partial successes were attained at terrible cost.
Since his death, there has been some back-sliding, in that the need to offer more
material incentives to the Soviet people hag been partly (though somewhat
reluctantly) recognized. But Khrushchev and his lieutenants cannot move too

far in this direction without sacrificing their ideology, weakening their own
control, and crippling the Seven-Year Plan, The solution they have adopted is to
evangelize the Soviet people with the concept of the "New Soviet Man''. In
January 1960, the Central Committee of the CPSU igsued.a comprehensive
resolution ""On the Tasks of Party Propaganda in Present-Day Conditions, "
spelling out how this was to be done. Party propagandists were lectured on the
isolation of their activities "from life, from Communist construction, ' and the
persistence of crime and bourgeois ideology was attacked. Although the goals
laid down included the development of civic spirit, morality, and "culture", the
firat and whmistakably the greatest emphasis was on work: the resolution stated:
"The leading place in all ideological work must be given to the struggle for
strict realization of the principle 'he who does not work does not eat, ' against
persons who shun participation in socially useful work, and for inculcating a
Communist attitude and developing moral incentives to work. ' Actually, K
Khrushchev is only re-emphasizing an old Stalinist concept. Soviet writers

and educators have been preaching on the New Man since at least the start of the
first Five Year Plan, and in the '30's the idea was popularized in the
Stakhanovite Movement, in novels, motion pictures, stage plays and other
expressions of '""socialist realism, "

After almost a year on the ""Tasks, " the Party appears to be less than
satisfied with the results, At the end of September, Party Life, magazine for all
CPSU activistg, in its lead editorial, charged that ''there are still such ugly
manifestations among our people as embezzlement of state property, speculation,
bribery, overstaffing of subsidiary administrative functions, and the turning of
collective gardens into a source of personal profit, " On 7 September a lead
editorial in Kommunist Tadzhikistana pointed out that, though there had been
much talk at party meetings in local educational institutions, ''violations of the
norms of Communist morals'' were continuing. Most significant, the September
issue of the theoretical journal Kommunist prominently printed an article which,
after claiming progress, went on to say, "The fact however must be faced that, i
the implementation of the great program of ideological work set forth in the
CPSU CC resolution, only the firat steps have as yet been taken. The crganiza-
tion and content of propaganda still show defects and are, in many respects,
lagging behind the demands of real life, " It is up to the party organizations to
manipulate and remold the people, since "of one thing there can be no doubt:
the formation of the minds of men in the conditions under which we live is not
a spontaageivve dbRériRdinretedope7e:sCIA-RBRES 035IME0M 000200968 local
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personalities and party organizations are singled out for censure or praise,
and there is a strong hint that they will be judged by the production results in
their areas. The article does not admit failure, of course, and some limited
results have probably been obtained, “But this Communist "revivalism'' seems
as unlikely as ever to solve the problem of making people work.
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. " The Hungarian people, who in 1956 revoited against nine years of
despotism and subservience to Moscow, did not succeed in their immediate
objective of ridding themselves of their Communist oppressors; however, they
did succeed in calling the attention of the entire world, Communist and Free,
to certain truths: that communism has alienated and disaffected not only the
peasant but also the very working class it claimed to represent; that even the
most pervasive and rathless totalitarian regime can be destroyed from within
(immediately or gradually); that there is no such thing as a monolithic Communist
world - there are Hungarian Communists and Polish Communists and Bulgarian
Communists but no homogeneous Communist society. Thus, it was the destiny
of the Hungarian people, by their courage and their suffering, to explode for
once and for all time the myth of the invilnerability of the Communist police state.
Today, despite their bitter disillusionment, the Hungarian worker and peasant
know what they can achieve through their own efforts and also the cost of such
achievements, The other Communist countries know it too.

In order to reassert Communist Party leadership following the Revolt.
(and in accordance with his views of Communist development, which are con-
siderably more moderate than those of his monstrous predecessor, Matyas
Rakosi), Janos Kadar has attempted to avoid the exceases of the Rakosi era, His
concessgions include: a) improvement in the standard of living; b) curtailment of
the more blatant excesses of the secret police; c) a stricter observance of
""socialist legality" and the provisions of the Hungarian constitution; d) more
tolerance toward religion and the arts; e) expanded contacts with the West;

f) reduction or abolition of the more obvious forms of Russification. Of course,
these changes affect only the more intolerable transgressions. Of those arrested
for participating in the Revolt, several thousand remain in prison despite partial
amnesties, '

While no one has been publicly charged or prosecuted for political crimes
in 1960 -~ the last show trial was that of journalist Sandor Fekete and
psychiatrist Ferenc Merei and colleagues in 1959 -« recently there have been
rumors of retrials of some prominent revolutionary leaders,

Internationally, the Hungarian regime has attempted to outlive the
particularly unsavory reputation produced by its activities during and after the
1956 Revolt and to regain at least the amount of acceptance and recognition
afforded other East European regimes. The West, on the other hand, by
continually reminding the vorld of the brutality and vindictiveness of the
Hungarian regime, has striven to deny them such recognition. In this battle,
time is obvidusly on the side of the Hungarian regime and, barring any new
outbreaks or the need to use excessaive coe rcion, it is lkely that Kadar will make
progress in convincing the neutral and certain Western countries that there has
been a return to pre-Revolt normalcy in Hungary.

In the economy, Kadar's first task has been to rebuild Hungarian industry
following the setbacks it suffered during the Revolt. Thanks !to the substantial
aid received from the Soviet Union and from other Satellites, this was largely
accomplished by 1958, Although the economic goals set immediately after 1956
were modest, in 1959 the regime attempted once more to accelerate its
industrial program,. Despite all its efforts, disinterest and inefficiency have
remained rampant.
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As is the case throughout the bloc, the agricultural problems in Hungary

remain unsolved. In 1958 and 1959, in an attempt to make up for the large-scale
dissolution of collectives during the Revolt, the regime renewed its
collectivization drive and increased the total collectivized and state sector to over
‘three quarters of the total arable land, Then, in order to mollify the peasantry
which had been aroused by these drives, the regime offered cash payments,
payments in kind, bonuses, special subsidies for livestock breeding and grape
growing, and extended reasonably liberal credit terms for construction and
purchases of machinery, stock, seeds and fertilizers. It has invested 17 billion
forints in agriculture, 40 percent more than was allocated in the draft Three-Year
Plan for 1958-60. As a result of these concessions, many of the peasants have
demanded an eight-hour day, better medical care, paid annual vacations and
other benefits enjoyed by their industrial brothers. During November, the
Hungarian press showed increasing concern over the lags in agriculture., Fall
sowing of grain was reported to be 10 percent less than in 1959, and 35 percent

ci the corn area and 22 percent of the sugar beet area remained unharvested;
there are rumors of an impending food shortage, These problems reflect a lack
of organizational control over the collectives as well as the perennial passive
1csistance of the peasant to collectivized farming., Although the indications wevre
that the collectivization of Hungarian agriculture would be deferred until 1962 - 63,
on 24 November the regime outlined a new agricultural plan which apparently
presages the completion of agricultural collectivization during this winter. Such

a decision will further complicate the regime's organizational and supply
problems and increase the bitterness and resistance of the peasant. 25X1C10b
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oo THE smo so\m«:'r DISPUTE
INTER _PARTY DEVELOPMENTS AT. AND AFTER THE RUMANIAN
WORKERS PAR TY CONGRESS-«-BUCHAREST 2025 JUNE 1960

The background of the dispute (1957 1960)

1. The present ‘dispute between the Commumst Party of the Soviet Umon
(CcPsu) and the Communist Party of China (CPC) has its origins in differences
which date back at ledst three years--that is, to the summer of 1957, On the.
Chinese ‘side, antécédent Fesentments may date as far back as the formative
penod of the CPC in the twenties, when Stalin's policy of alliance with the -
Kudmintang drove the' CPC to'disaster, as well as to the war and early post-war
period, when Sov‘let support for the Chinese Communist cause was minimal.and
did not mhibit the stripping of Manchuria, 'There is clearly no single cause for
the current d1spute. Rather, it would dppear, -an accumulation of Chinese policies
and actions increasingly displeased-and challengéd Khrushchev and, presumably.
a majority of the Soviet leadership. In the field of dome stic policy, it is now ~
known that Mao's Let a hundred flowers bloom'' program aroused Soviet doubts
about its’ usefulness. The program for.the 'great leap forward' begimning in.
early 1958 and the communes program, adopted by the CPC in May 1958, were
readily recognizable as a considerable irpitant in Sino-Soviet relations by the
gilent treatment which they received in the Soviet Union.

2. Disagreement over foreign policy manifested itself in August 1958
when Khrushchev, after four days of discussion with Mao Tse-tung, publicly
rejected, on 5 August, Western propoaals for a summit meeting within the U N.
Security Council on the crisis in the Middle East--proposals which he had"
accepted in July. Nevertheless, ‘on 23 August the Chinese began shelling of the 8
off-shore islands. On 23 May 1958 the Commander -of the Chinese Air Force
predicted that China would make atomic bombs "in the not too distant future'! and-
the Chinese press ceased to re fer to Khrushchev's earlier plan for an atom-free
zone in Ama‘ Khrushchev revived his concept of an atom-free zone for 'the Far
East and the entire Pacific Basin'™ at the 2lst COSU Congrese in February'1959 .
Chmese eactmns were not enthusiastic, and, from April 1959 on, reference to
the plan dzsappeared altogether. In the light of these and other indications,' it can
bé* fa1r1y assumed that Soviet unwillingness to deliver atomic weapons to Chinese
control Had become a serious issue. It is now known thht the Soviets cited as
the reason for their reluctance of their apprehension over Chinese policies and
pronouncement in the external field which-were in conflict with Khrushchev's
""peaceful coexistence' tactics, which affirmed that global or limited war need
not be avoided, and which objected to Khrushchev's aid programs for '"bourgeois"
regimes in under-developed countries on the grounds that they would delay -
revolution, Chinese ob;ect:.ons to' peaceful coexistence tactics 'manifested them-
selves after 1957 in'the deliberations of the International Communist Front
orgamzatmns, especially within the World Peace Council and the International
Union of Students--two organizatxons which were most directly and intensely -
engaged in building their appeal on the unity campaign so typical of the peaceful
coexistence period, They desired to involve bourgois and nationalist groups in
mass action and therefore advocated informal conversations, negotiations, and
oncessions to such groups. The Chinese refused to ''sit around the table" with
them except in formal meetmg of de signated repre sentatxves, and resisted Soviet
efforts to broaden the scope of concessions on program and organization questions
Chinese re sistance was particularly manifest after the Soviet decision of June
1959 Concerning Khrushchev visit to the United States. : 25X1C10b
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and reopened the border dispute with India, after eight years of quiet, The Soviet
position on this dispute significantly failed to give full endorsement to the Chinese
claims, although earlier Chinese repressive actions in Tibet had been promptly
supported as just and as an "internal affair, " Khrushchev, as was known later,
did not interpret the reopening of the dispute as a mere attempt to register
opposition to his trip to the United States, but as an un-Marxist blunder which
needlessly undermined Indian neutralist attitudes and potential value in the peace
and disarmament campaign and impaired the appeal of CP India. When Khrushchev
visited Peiping, after his trip to the United States, for the October anniversary
celebyations in 1959, the Sino-Indian dispute was one topic of discussion and it is
virtually certain that Khrushchev presented his views on improving USSR -u,s.
relations,  Sino-Soviet discussions wers unsatisfactory, however, and no commun:
ique was published. According to three widely separated and reliable sources, in
Octobe® 1959 the CPSU sent a letter to at least the bloc parties, holding fast to
Khrushchev!s views on USSR -U, S, relations, In November 1959, V. Ilyichev,
Chief of the Agitprop Department of the CPSU, published an article in Problems
of Peace and Socialism that justified the policy of peaceful coexistence as Yiclacs
struggle on the international plane' and significantly noted Lenin's criticism of
"Left Communists," It is known that the Chinese have since been accused of’
criticizing the November 1959 joint program of the European parties, which is
clearly bagsed upon the same premises as the article, In December 1959, Kh_r'ush-
chev warned the Chinese in stating at the Hungarian Party Congress that 'we must
all synchronize our watches, " _ R L

i 4, In January 1960, the Chinese positions hardened, At the Rome meeting
of the Presidential:Committee of the World Peace Council in January 1960 it trans
pired that theé-Chinese had charged the USSR with segk{ng to isolate China in the ~
interest 'of achieving a modus vivendi with the U,S, - A reliable source states that
the USSR in January 1960 informally broached to the Chinese the idea that the
Sino-Soviet differences required discussion, only to be told by thé Chinese that
the differences were between the parties and should not be mentioned, The CPC
appears to have reached during January important decisions which had a major
effect on the dispute, On 21 January the Standing Committee of the National )
People's Congress adopted a resolution concerning disarmament which specified
‘that China would be*bound only by treaties it takes part in'framing; and in Febru-
ary 1960, at the meeting of the foreign ministers of the Warsaw Pact countries,
the Chinese observers, K'ang Sheng, incorporated the statement in his speech,
broadening it to include "all international agreements, ' The contrast between
the descriptions of the world situation K'ang Sheng's speech and those given by
the European bloc speakers was striking, ' o ’

= 5, I is at this point that the 1957 Moacow declaration first beganto be
quoted.to support-the conflicting positions, when the People's Daily of 6 February
1960 asserted that '"the developmeni: of the international situation has borne out
the correctness of the declaration," It appears likely, therefore, that the Chinese
decided in late January to take the initiative in broadening the debate., But also
on 6 February a verbal message from the Central Committee of the CPSU asking
the CPC to attend a meeting to discuss outstanding problems was reportedly
delivered in Peiping. - : - .

‘6, Inmid-April 1960 the Chinese took advantage of the 90th anniversary
of Lenin's birth to make their most serious public attack on the theoretical inno-
vations developed by the CPSU at and after the 20th Party Congress in January
1956, Using oblique but unmistakable arguments, the Chinese challenged the
premises underlying Soviet foreign policy and Dby implication disparaged Khrush-
chev's stature as a Communist theorist, The Chinese attack comprised three
major statements: two articles in the party's theoretical monthly Red Flag
(issues no, 7 and 8, 1and 16 April), the first entitled On Imperialism as the
Source of War in Modern Times" and the second entitled "Long Live Leninism,"
as well as an editorial on 22 Apzil in the authoritative newspaper, the People's
Daily, CooE e .\ I .

2
Y AR SR (More)

Approved For Release 2000/08/27 : CIA-RDP78-03061A000100020016-3



. * N « -
Appro‘ved For Release 20(;6;08/27 : CIA-RDP78-03061A000100020016-3
SR

7. The Soviets replied in the speech delivered in Moscow on 22 April by
Otto Kuusinen of the CPSU Central Commiittee and Secretariat. ‘A very strong
defense of current Soviet foreign pohcy and of the general lines endorsed at the -
20th and let CPSU’ Congre sses, ‘his ‘speech confined its critical comments to
general atatements condemning "dogmatic: ‘positions as backward positions. " On the
same day a ‘Chinese Politburo alternate, Lu Ting-i, gave a speech in Peiping
which incorporated many of the arguments of the "Long Live Leninism'' article,
The divergences between the two speeches were sogreat that when one Communist
party seriously affected by the’ dispute, the Indian party, published both speeches
side by side in the 8 May issde of its newspaper ‘New Age, without comments, its
action aroused eon51derable comment and created confusxon among party member=

' 8. The Chinese then hegan to carry their case to the other parties. “Long
Live Lemmsm, " the Lu 'I'1ng-1 speech, and the Feople's Daily ediitorial of 22Ap1
were translated and ‘published in the widely circulated English language Peking
Review of 26 April At the same time, the first edit:on of & book containing the
three artlcles was Eroduced by the Foreign Langua.ges Press in Peiping in many
languages for distribution abroad, Two further editions of this book were pro-
duced, one in May and the other, after theEcacharest confrontations, in August,
The book is known to exist'in English Spanish, French, the Eastern European
languages (includmg Russian), and Vietnamese. It has been distributed in'India
and in certain countries at lea.st of Latin America and Western Europe. It~
appears that the Chinese later .attempted to. circulate the artxcles in the USSR in
one of their two Russxan language publications, Druzhba, an action which the
Soviets prote sted. The magazine was in fact suspended from circulation in the
USSR after the pubhcation of the June issue. It is known that there were earlier
instances of Sviet refusals to circulate Chinese doctrinal writings in the USSR,

_ 9, After the Kuu51nen rebutal of Chinese charges, the CPSU took advantag
of the 40th’ anniversar'y of the publication of Lenin's book Leftwi_ng Communism,
an Infantile Disorder (10 June 1960) to carry the public ideological debate with the
Chine se to new heights, including the use of the charge of "deviation.” Two
Soviet arhcles published on 10 June, one by D. Shevlyagin in the newspaper Soviet
Russia and one by N. Matkovsky in the party newspaper Pravda, expressed this
criticism by attackmg ""contemporary left-wing dev:atxomsm" in terms which
referred to the posxt:.ons ‘held by the ‘Chinese party. Both articles hlghhghted
the significance of the 12 Party Declaration of November 1957. Matkovsky
characterized it as a "programmatlc document of the international Communist
movement, " and asa vahdatxon of the general line expressed by the CPSU.
Shevlyagin, on ‘the other hand, referred particularly to the declaration as
authorizing and requiring a struggle against "leftist opportumsm" as well as
against !'rightist opportunism'' such as that of the Yugoslavs. In discussing.
mamfestatxons of left opportumsm he made the significant point that "not only
groups’ of Communists but the leadership of individual parties have veered into
leftist dev1aﬁomsm. " Neither of the articles explicitly identified the Chinese as
the target of crlncxsm but thelr relevance to the dxspute was unmxstakable.

" 10. " The tzmmg of this 1ntens1f1catwn of the Soviet attack on the Chinese
views coinc1des with a CPSU letter’ on the Summit Conference which was circulate
shortly after Khrushchev's return home followmg the collapse of the conference,
to the Communist parties of the bloé and’ some others. Although the text of this
letter is not available, it seems likely to have been unacceptable to the Chinese,
who emphas:zed from mid-May on that the course of events before and at Paris
provea the va11d1ty of the Chinese arguments concerning imperialism and the
111usory and fruitless’ character of negotiation. ~ Perhaps the worst offense of the -
Chinese, 'in Soviet eyes, was the1r argument that the only vatue of Communist
partic:pauon ‘in such peace negonations was the purely tacncal advantage- that
came out of their eventual éxposure of the true character and intentions of the -
enemy, ' This observation was precxsely the kmd of statement which the CPSU
was most cager to avert.

| Guiegp—— (More)
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1L, The CPSU decided at this time to eend 2 sharp letter of criticism to
the CPC. .CPSU lettérs calling for a conference: ‘were reportedly sent to the .
Chinese on 2 -June and on.7 June, and it appears likely that the letter of 2 June _
was the "sharp' one, It is also worth noting that the CPC leaders went into
closéd conference in Shanghai on 8 June, a imove whxeh may well have ‘been pro-
moted by the receipt of the two CPSU letters, They were in faet still meeting
when t.he Chinése delegation left for the Bucharest pa.rty congress. -
. Y R B ;
12; The thnese too made a m.p,jor move in the now rapuily develoPing )
dispute. - They did this in early June at the Xlth General Council meeting of the
World Faderation of Trade Unions in Peiping., On2 June they presented an
ultimatum of the official WFTU report to the chief Soviet representative, who
rejected it, The Chinese claimed that the report contained objectionable features,
including attacks on'the communes, At this meeting, which opened on 5 June after
a five-day delay,’ in the presence of both WEFTU affiliates and representatives of
some twenty-five unaffiliated nataonal trade union federation,e » the leagding Chinese
figurés Chou En-laf, Liu Shao-ch‘l, Liu ng-i. ,'I‘eng He1ao-p'1ng, and Liu Chang-
eheng publicized the Chinese views on the peace struggle, and threat of unperial—
ism, and the :"illusions" aroysed by the campaigns for peaceful coexistence and -
by programs for giving eubetantial economic aid to bourgeo:s =led underdeveloped
countrigs, Using a tactic they had employed earher in April, the Chinese leaders
accompanied those, criticisms with fulsome exgres sicms of . approval of the Soviet
posture towards the, U,S, at the, time of the gollapse of the Summit Conference,
Thia approval of the Soviet actions was a.ceompamed by expres eione of sohda.rity
with the USSR <in its, etend against U, S, acts.of ‘aggression, It was learned that
the CPSU was, perticularly stung. by the: epeeches of Liu ng-—yw. and Liu Chang-
Sheng‘ G [ Y S I il - 3 R : v
13, When the, Chinese convened a przvate meetmg of Communist party
members among the delegates to hear a statement-of the Chme se crxt;msrns of
CPSU doctrines, representat_;wes of the CPSU promptly opposed the continuation
of the talks and made the -ominous charge that the Chinese action was vmlatmn of
the authority of the Moscow declara.non paralleled the s1m1lar eppeal in the
Shevlyagin article pubhshed in Moscow, and the charge ‘has since f1gured pro-
minently in the CPSU's presentatmn of its gase, According to ‘creditable reports,
during the WFTU session Teng Hsme-p'ing. general secretary of the CPC,
accused the CPSU in turn of abap.domng the: Moscow declaration. .

14 Sovxet representatives in Feipmg not enly criticized the Chine se
actions in personal discussions with foreign C;ommume{: repreeentatwes but
took concrete stepe to enhst the support of other CP's agamst the Chinese,

, 15. When a gtoup of European and Afnca.n delegates to the WF’I‘U meet-
ing arrived in Moscow on 13 June, a number of CPSU officialsg conferred with them,
The Soviets informed them of the' mterpretat:on of the CPSU placed on recent
Chinese actions at Peiping, Accerdmg toa statement broadcast while the
Bucharest congress was in session, representatives of the French and Spanish
Communist parties held a meeting on 14 and 15 June, at which they reaffirmed
their adherence to the 12 Pa.:;ty Declaretmn. Because the leadership of both these
parties was represented in the group of WETU, delegatee in Moscow . at this time,
it appears possible that the meeting in question took place there and that the
reaffirmation was a reaetmn to the Peiping events,

. 16. In contrast to theee crypt;c endorsements of the Moseow declara-
tion, on 19 J’une 1960 a statement by Agoatino Novella, a leadmg Italian Commumst
and president of the WFTU, wegyg published in the Italian Party newspaper Unita Unita,

In this statement, which was also broaadcast in Itehan from Czechoelovak:a on
20 June, Novella deecribed the Chinese critxc;sm of the regolutions propoeed at
the WFTU Coumﬂ meetmg in Peiping and, like the 10 June Sov:et articles,

4 (More)
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characterized the Chinese views as 'deviations,' So far as can be determined,
this was the first instance in which a Free World Communist party publicized this
charge against the Chinese, The appearance of the statement coincided with the
opening of the 3rd Congress of the Rumanfan Workers Party in Bucharest, wheré

SR
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The Bucharest debates: (20~27 June 1960)" o N

¢ s 4t Bucharest for Soviet adoption
of 4 militant line is suggested by an article ‘in the.16 June issue of Red Flag,” "
which, in an obvious reference to the CE3Uts eailier justification of its views on.
neace and peaceful coexistence, Bbsérﬁé‘a ‘that 1éne Cannot separate onesélf from
the revigionists merely by stating that the 'fox'-'cg_s' of ‘socialism k'p‘redominate over
the forces of imperialism," The Chinese delégation to‘the congress of the
Rumanian Workerg Party stopped ihKMdécqy{iwch% an@xthange of views on 17 June.
1t presented a letter from the CPC which limited its powers to agreeing on a dats
for a party conference to discuss Sino-Soviet. differences and exchanging views,
without, However, adopting any formal resolution,  The CPSU representatives
were not’successful in, obtajning an admission from the Chinese delegation of the
errors of the GPC, - The Ghinese, however, expressed a willingness to correct
their positions if in an exchange of views with the delegates at Bucharest a major-
ity should prove them wrong, The CPSU, justifying its action by invoking the .
Novembez 1957 Peace Manifesto (not the 12 Party Declaration adopted at the same
time), insisted that the views of 3ll the Communist parties should eventually
be ascertained before attémpting a meeting to reach a final solution, In this con-
text, the Bucharest session should presumably have involved nothirig but an
exchange of views, The Chinese claired that 4t thie meeting in ‘Moscow the GPSU
had first made the proposal that pther_'p'fa,fti'e, s be brought into the debate, but had
wished to confine the group to delegates from the bloc parties only, ~The Chinese
s2id that they had rejected this proposal, It would appear, then, that the Chinese
adherence to their instruction forced the Soviets' hand, N

B St R I PAY YL TP E P
"' 17, The Chipese determination

18. Although there.are r;porté that the CPSU intended by the end of May
to attack the Chinese’at Bucharest, the Soviet decision to make a major effort
there to enlist the support of other parties appears to have been'reached as a
result of the Chinese stand on 17 June, Virtpally none of the major Free World
partles sent top-level delogates to the congress. The fact ﬁhat‘,'l_{ﬂrlis‘hchev“w‘as
to lead the’Soviet delegation was announced only on June 18, the day of his
departure , . All the European satellites delegatioqg,e;;ceptj(A;bggig \_'aye:"e‘lad by
persons of naticnal stature equal to that of Khrushchev, but the late arrival of
Comulka of Poland and the early departure.of Novotny of Czechoslovakia suggest
that thig top-level representation was organized on short notice. The leader of
the Chinese delegation Pleng Chen, was clearly outranked by this group. Fifty
parties were represented at the congress. -Twenty-five of the thirty-five notl-blac
fraternal delegations identified as present were composed of second and third

;AT

echelon party leaders and none of the more, significant Free Warld parties, ex-
cépt Chile and Syria, ‘were represented by their leaders,

Andropov, ‘the ‘heads of the two Central Committee sections for relations with the
non-blog parties 4nd'blo¢ parties; respectively, During the firet Hays of the
congress they nd their ¢colleagnes concentrated on briefing fraternal ‘delegates,
It is known that proups of delegates were called together geparatély and briefed
from a long lefter which the CPSU intended to issue to all parties. The letter had
apparently beén either completed or revise at the last moment, for it contained
the Soviet account of the Moscow exchanges, of 17 June and ‘explained the Soviet .
‘view of how the inter-party discussion should be handled.’ The inclusion of Wu .
Hsly~ch'uan, the deputy director of the CPC's International ‘Lidison Department,.

- N .
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.. 19, '/ The Soviét delggation to _Bucharles';giindlud.e&‘ B, Ponomarev and Y. A,

one’ of the four Chinese delegates suggeats thaf the Chinede tbo’planned to exploit
their ‘sypporters and acquaintances among the delegates. " - .
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307 renportmwo‘nehe seduenca bf '_'eﬁen_gg at Bucharést cdncetningthe
SinosSgyiet didpute:is in som ' respécis contradictoxy.. The following probable’
chronology, however, emerges from'an analysis-of the available information,

P P

i 5.

a. On 21 June the Rumanian party cotigrégg bégan its open sessions.” N.S,
Khrushchev, in his first public speech to the congress, Np:esentec_iﬁthe ‘essenﬁa}ls )
of the Soviet line and criticized "mechanical Fepeatexs' of what Lenin said on= .. .
hnper?ligmﬂ _called such pergons f'childrqt‘x”. and’ artatked *'those who do not

understand that wartis, under piesent circumstances, not inevitable." Other

public speeches by Rumanians a.‘n'é "ffatér;}al de lé.gaﬁégé . mcludmg the }‘Ch’iﬁe se,
Fleng Chen, occupied moat of the Jlst, 22nd, and 23xd.. .0 " "1

FEL ST ¥ ) AR

his remarks a2 chayacterization of recent U, 5, ‘actions as a "peace ffaud,"and
points to the 12 Party Declatatiod, hé emphasized the doctrinal statements pre-
served by aiding liberation moverients and révolutiotiaty struggles. He also

unity, and he called for a struggle to the end adainst modern revisionism, He
upbraide ‘chev. 'It was on t}

b.OnZZJJgneP'eng C,f‘\é'_rfx spoke publicly in'the morning,” He included in’ -
he warned that "imperialism can never be trusted. " Refexrping on a number of * .
viously highlighted in'thé Chinése g:fit{if;:'iéhisgOﬁ(t;h{e{"S‘,qfﬁe‘t, line, He praised the *
Cuban and Algerian st*uggles and daidl'that war could be avertéd and peace pre-
called for Communist unity and the "broadest pos giﬁl?e{;?‘pt{xr-impgﬁzfigl.ist'»ﬁnite‘d from
with thigs unity at its core," He furthe¥ charged, as his party h::.td done earlier,
that the itaperialists were using modern revisionists (lito) to disrupt Communist
made no mention of "'peaceful coexistence, " an’omission for which he was later .

d by Khruskchev, It was on this day that the CPSU begx}:n‘,;_:glrx_c:‘t.lsring. with

the fxfaté.i;ngi glel‘é,g"a.i‘:‘eé;.“ R o ST e pin
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. '21.. Three inter-party meetings dealing With'the Sino-Soviet dispute appéar
to have Beern,hglé,-' The first occurredqn,24 June, when _the,;,Sqweif bloc represen-.
tatives met all day to draft 4 comtfiunique, . No information is available onthis
meeting beyond a statement that the first draft of the communique was pre'fgnted
by the Soviet representative and that the Chinese felt obliged to refer the final

to the Central Committee in Péiping for possible amendment, The move té produc

a cormnutii&l!é’ 'aﬁpei'rs_, in'the light of the CPC instructions’to its délegation, to

have, been a surprise pressure move by the CPSU, The Chinese delegates were
obviously faced with a dilemrha, but succumbing to pressure, they did sign the -
communique oh the 24th, T oo i RS

'© 22, "On 25"June, after the conclusion of the congress at mid-day, a closed
meeting of about 150 delegates from about 0 parties was'convened. This second
meeting, a fuli-scale debate, was opened by'the, first secrétary of the’Rumanian
party,:'Ghe{drghiu-Déj‘.‘ who read the draft communique. ' A ‘furber of other dele
gates then spoke, including, at léast,” representatives of East Germany, the UK,
France,.and Italy, :In fact, agcotding to oné source, a large number of delegates
spoke befote the Chinese représentatives took the floor.. The Soviet caucusifig’
and briefings bad:had adme effect, for most'of the speakers axe reported to bave
adhered in general to the Soviet line, of azgyment, By not speaking early in the
debate, the Soviet representative, Pospelov, resorted to an old Soviet tactic T
which permitted the, CPSU to have the last word and-to appear as an objective .
mediatoy rather than merely as ope,more partisan participant in a debate, When
the Chinese representative findlly spoke, he attacked the line taken by most of the
préceding speakers, charging that it was slinderous and one-sided; He also.
Griticized Soviet attitudes toward certain Chinese domestic policies and, specificall
that the-reports prepared for the WFTU Peiping meeting had contained attacks =~
against the communes and gredt-leap forward programs, (See note,) He denied
that the Chinesé had dragged theiy'feet 6k Soviet peace policies.” He also insisted
that.the Chinese had supported peaceful coexistence, notihg in particuler their =~
role inthe 1955 Bandunrg conference,. The Chinese representative also stated that
China would stand on the Mdscow declaration of 1957, supported the idea that a
reappraisal of the international situation was necessary, and endorsed a pfoposal,

b
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that the reappraisal should be carried out on a multiparty basis, Pospelov too
endorsed this proposal, ‘This Chinese reaction appears to have been mainly
defensive; what new facts the Chinese delegate brought forward were apparently
selected to prove that the Soviet case was a biased and an in:complete presentation,

Wit (Nete, This Chinese charge is partiqwla._gly interesting because the two
main WFTU reports presented at Peipitg, by Marcel Bras and Ibrahim Zakaria,
did not criticize!thé§e Chinesé policies, Infact,’the Bras report contained two:
laudatory references to the communes, It is' known, however, that just before the
delayed opening of the Peiping meeting, the Chinese informed the head of the .
Soviet delegation that the treatment of thé“peace and disarmament themes inthe
draft WFTU reports was inacceptable and ‘would be"dpenly attacked if the drafts
were not amended before presentation,” It is also kiiown that these sections were -
not amended to meet Chinese demands--in fact; a nimber of amendments actually
made in the final report strengthened the WFTU's support for the Soviet peace line,
At least one amendment, dealing with the guestion 'of Free World economic trade
and aid with underdeveloped countries, was, in fact, of such a nature as to be
purticularly unpalatable to the Chinese, It seems likely then that the Chinese
charges referred to the original draft of the WFTU report prepared by Louis
Sailiant, The offending language probably was edited out, at Soviet insistence,
before Bras actually delivered the report to the council,)

-23, Delegates at this second meeting received a number of papers, includ=
ing an 80-plus page Chinese translatiofi 'of a CPSU document. This document.
appears to be a critical:factor in the fuither development of the dispute, It was a
sharp, wide-ranging, and bitterly critical summary of Soviet criticisms of the CPC
It embodied criticisms of Chinese foreigh policy toward India and Algeria, as well
as charges that Chinese actions were destroying "Bourgeois" confidence in Commur
ist desires for peace and arousing Afro-Asian suspicions of international Coffimu-
nism, In addifon, the Soviet letter criticized Chinese nationalisr and'Chinese .
refusal to cooperate fully with the USSR in military matters. Presgentation of the
document by the Chinese was clearly a part of their effort to set the record straight,
and undoubtedly disrupted the Soviet tactical plans for the meeting, Such a signifi-
cant decision must necessarily have been made by the CPC Central Committee,
probably during its early June meeting, and suggests that the CPC's attitude toward
the Bucharest meeting was predicated, at least to some extent, on the use of this
tactic, There is.some guestion whether Khrushchev was present at this first day
of debate, It was reported that he was present, but there is no evidence that he
participated in the discussion, - : T e e

@ L24, On' 26 June came the final meeting, another closed session that was
attended by those present on the preceding day. It was at this second installment
of'the debate that Khrushchev personally presented his general indictment of the
Chinese and provoked a hedted exchange with P'eng Chen, The Khrushchev speech
opened the proceedings. - It was a long one and involved direct attacks on Mao Tse~
“ung, comparing him to Stalin as"always thinking in his own terms' and "formulat-
ing theories without coming into contact with the events .of the modern world," It
appears that' Khrushchev's .speech was arranged at short notice, and was at least
partly extemporaneous, with Khrushchev injecting facts, anecdotes, and dirgct
charges that effectively demolished the attitude of restraint, tact, and adhererice '
to principle which the GPSU had previously tried to maintain in !fhé debate, Speak-
ing angrily, with violent gestures, he described the CPC doctrines as ultra-leftist,
as dogmatic, and, -finally, as left revisionist. He said the Chinese did ot under-
stand the nature of modern'War, and rejected Chinese protests ovér the fact that the
USSR had failed to support China in her border dispute with India, characterizing
the dispute as a conflict of purely national intérests in which the interésts of world
Communism were not involved, There is reason to suspect that his attack also in-
cluded charges directed against some elemefts of other Communist parties of coma
plicity with the Chiness, He attacked Pleng Chen himself for his failure to refer to
peaceful coexistence in his public address to'the congress on the 22nd. In general
he apparently reiterated in strongér and less ambiguous terms virtually all the
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charges embod;ed m the orxginal CPSU lettor to j;he GPC, and 1t seems likely that
it was in fact bu:.lt around the argumentation: of the, draft circular letter of 21.June
earlier shown to Free World delegates. . . :

2'5. P’eng Chen rephed in very heated terms. He said he had asked for a
discussion to be held on equal terms, and that the “PC respected the CPSU, but
refused to be treated paternalistically, Counter -attackmg strongly, he accused
Khrushchev of organizing the meeting to make an attack on the CPC and Mao Tse-~
tung and to cover up a'Soviet effort to undermine the prestige of the CPC. He
defended Mao as more in contact with the modern world than Khrushchev, and more
active'than ever since he gave up his leadership of the government. Referringto
Khrushchev himself in terms reminiscent of the 16 June Red Flag article, he charg
that Khrushchev's policy is-a policy of :evza;omsm. creating "illusions!'' about
imperialista and underestimating its true nature. Speaking of the zbrupt shifts in .
Khrushche®i's t%licy toward the imperialist powers, he asked the delegates whsthe.
Many conclusions cax be drawn regarding Khrushchev's policy toward the imperial-
izt powers." He ¢ stated finaily that the CPC had no'trust in Khrushchev's analysis
of the world situation and especiaily his policy toward the imperialists, Refuting -
Khrushchev's charges that.the Chinese did not understand modern war, P'eng said
the Chinese had proved in Korea as well e aga.mst the Japanese that they have mor
experience than other peoples of the world . He further registered a protest, sayir
that he had asked for delay in'the Sssuance of tlie communique but had been told on
24 June that it had to be signed in the interest of unity. He stated for the benefit of
other delegates the instructions under which he was working, and ¢&id that if the
communique were published without the approval of the CPC's Central Committee
correctmns mlg‘xt later be required :

L 26 A number of statements by others were then made ina general dxscus-
sion, 'Todoy Zhivkov: 'spoke and gave full support to Khrushchev's position; others,
while less warm than Zhivkov, were generally pro-Khrushchev in their views, No
one spoke agaiust the Soviet positwn. Khrushchev ended the session by saying
that further bllatera.l dxscussmns betwee;x the CPSU and the C¥PC were necessary.

. 27 A commission (or comm:ttee)was set up: at these sesszons to prepare
for a canfgrence to be held during the next November anniversary celebrations in:
I\mr)scow, where all parties were to present their views, Divergent reports on the
composition of the committee have been received, In general they agree that the '
committee was to involve about twenty parties and that all the bloc parties were to
be represented, Reports state that the parties of Argentina, Cuba, Brazil, Japan,
West Germary, kaly, France, and others were also to be represented on the .
comrmssion,. The terms of reference of th1s commission are not known, The .
commissioa ‘has since been called to meet in Mogcow at the end of September. A .
reprrate. GPSU committee has allegedly been set up as well, to prepare a new CPS!
iogument on the dispute. It seems probable that the CPSU is plan:nng to use it in
Nﬁvpmber as the draft letter of 21 June was used at Bucharest, to predetermme
“lio.outcome of the conference, According to one source, Khrushchev gave instruc-

<iong-to the delegates at the end of the session that they were to report back to theix
Central Commlttees that a plenum should be convened to discuss the doctrmal
dmpute, with the results of these plenums to be disseminated at all levels of the
party., - 'On the basis of other information, however, it appears probable that most
pa,rtles d1d not construe his statement as a command, for there were few such

owrams in1t:at¢d ’nefcre the CPSU's plenum of m:.d-July. ‘
. . ,| . -

28, The final ﬁomm.uuque approved by the fraternal delegates was relea.sm
by TASS in Moscow in 27 June, and it was adopted primarily to conceal the fact
tha* the meeting had failed to accomplish anything, However, the CP5'J,. particulay
1y ZXhrushchev, clear‘ljr wantzd it 2s a device to exert: pressure foxr prompt resolu-
tion of the dispute. A short and virtually mechanical reaffirmation of the validity
of the. 12 Party Declaration of November 1957, its text did not in fact clarify any
of the issues in the dispute, This became apparent in a few days with the appeararc

8 .
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of the 56vidt and Chinesd preté statemvents 41 the-commusique, ‘The signatures of
the 12 Bloc parties (including the” CPC)re gigtered on 24 June, and the unanimous

approval given by the fifty parties reprédented were to prove the only significant |
feathre of the cofnrnwique. T R /T T S PP
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29, The principal résulfs of the Bucharest meetings appear to be the
following, The Chinese succeeded in making lmown to a large audience of bloc and
fon-bloc Commiunist party delegates their strong exceptions to Khrushchev's poli-
ciés and somie ‘of'the léss™principled” actions taken:against.them by the CPSU.
They may have hopéd that their adamant tactics-would:create fear of an open split
and thus force the Soviets £o break down or compromise.. Their actions left the =
3oviets and their supporters in other parties little .chaice:but to defend the Soviet
position as the supreme authority and policy maker in the international Communis*
movemént akd t5 apply againist the Chinese all their influence within the bloc and
Tree Worli Communist parties, It would appear that the final Chinese position
was one from which they will have to retreat if they desire a settlement, It.is
premised that this will be the situation with which the Soviets will attempt to con-
fvont thedy in Noveiber 1960, when the world Communist leadership meets in
Moscow ‘bh the océasion of the celebration of the October Revolution,

The CBSU Doctirdent of 21 June1960 = o0 LB e
P e LT Etbioenteit M usaiaces piiioge U R
- 30, The CPSU circular of 21 June consisted’of some..seventy pages, It
cutlined th‘e" history of the dispute in “recent' years{aipoint which the Chinese
were sooft t6 refute); It presentéd a bill of particalars on-instances of Chinese
violation of discipline and refuted the Chinese arguments. L

31, ‘Soviet views on the backg#ound of the dispute. The document, stated
that, despité 4 long history of friendly relations and cooperation between the USSR
and the CPR, the Soviets noted that the Chinese had ""recently" begun to take
divergent pésitions on very irnpoitant questions ahd that this stand threatened to
Miarupt good relations and the solidarity of the international movement, Evenas
early as 1956, the Soviets said, the Chinese had been making known to other CPs
their criticisms of Sdviet policies, P e T :

32, This divergence was manifested in the Chinese articles on the anniver-
sary of Lenin's birth in April,” statemtns within the WFTU and ‘other international
organizations, and Chinese statements at variarice with the 1957 Moscow. Declara -
tion and Peace Minifesto. " The CPSU had made 5o move against these Chinese
sta,ggémg‘zj\ts‘,'. considering it necessary to hold 2 meeting to discuss them, ., .~ .

" 33, "Accaording o the Soviets, Chou En-lai teld the Soviat Ambagsador to
Ching in January that the problem was essentially a Party matter and that'he
preferred mot to discuse it, Early in February 1960, the Central Committee of

ne CPSU proposed a discussion to resolve the differences, - The Chinese refuged
té’atteid such a meeting and began publicizing théir views.. . e

SO ey LG ta Drogd e eevag Checmadrenrie e oAl a0 i ( . \ L .
4, At the time of the meeting of the Getdival Couneil of the WFTU in'Ridng
in’early June, the Chinese révealéd to the Soviets their great dissatisfaction with
CPSU positions and they also told other Communists, of their;attitude, Liu ‘Ning-yi
told Grishin that the' Chinese were very dissatisfied with:the pasition of the WFTU
on the question of pdace and disarmarhent. Liu Ning-yi said that "to sit down at the
same table with imperialists" meant the ""betrayal of all mankind, ! He warned
Qrishixi thaq;liﬁ_tj?e report of the WFTU were not changed, the Chinese would critize
the WFTU and exposé its “'right opportunism, ' . Ceb it LR
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. . .35, At a session of the General Council, Liu Ning-yi presented views that
differed from the Soviet positions; the CPSU document charged, Then, at a supper
and meeting to which the ‘Chinésé Politburo invited some delegate 8, .Liu Shao-chi
said that there were important differences of opinion among the Communist Parties

Teng Hsiao-p'ing then spoke on "War and' Peace", accusing the Soviets of errors

9 7
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in the 2‘0i:h‘C6ng'fesskf thesls on "'peaceful coexisténce" and "throwing overboard'!.
the’ Moscow Declarations-at the same time, according to the CPSU document, as .
he himself contradicted the Moscow Declaration. - He aftacked Soviet efforts to :
negotiate with the West as a "betrayal" of world Communism, Chou En-laj was .-
going to speak, but the delegates asserted that they would not condone criticiem -
or discussions:"'behind the backs" of the Comtnunist: Parties, RV R
- TR RN PP DS B A e TR
36, The Chinese said that because of the opposition axpressed against .

their attitude, they would not speak in the WFTU ‘sesaions; but they did so never=--
theless, even in discussion with non-Communist delegates. Then, the Chinese. - .
speakers at the WFTU ‘meeting tried to impose the Chinese line on the WFTU and
openly to line the WETU up against the CPSU. = . - . .

’3-7'.- In addition, the Soviét documentcharged, theChmesewere distr'fl:a:. .
ing ""Long Live Leninisra" and other critical articles within the Bloc, without
the perfnission of the other CPs, S o L

38, Withinthe Mernational"frﬁzi'ts the CPSU charged, the Chinese had
been taking a separate position which ma‘:c‘le’ it difficult to arrive at decisions,

39. Asearlyas 1949, at the conference of Asian trade unions in Peking,
the Chinese had proposed "'‘unfolding bitter struggle in colonial and semi~-coloni-
al countries' " and formation of "liberation armies' under Party direction, This
had beéén done without consulting the Parties and had helped the "imperialists" in
their fight against the WFTU, The Chinese had later revised this attitude, the
document said, s e Tl S o o

40, ‘In May 1954, the Chinese Central Committee had sent to the CPSU a .
report of the Communist fraction of the Chinese.trade unions which agreed with
the WFTU decisions which applied to all countries, This caused trouble between
the WFTU and some CPs, "Now!, the CPSU document said, "the Chinese talk of

WFTU opportunism, and this threatens the unity of its ranks,"

41, More recently, within the World Peac‘e.;(fi;)uncii;A the Chinese had
refused to vote on key resolutions,

-+ 7542, At the IUS meeting at Tunis in February 1960, the Chinese had oppose
"broader contacts with student organizations in capitalist cauntries" and had
instead ermphasized the need for "uncompromising struggle, " At a WFDY meetin;
in March, and at the Afro-Asian conference in April, the Chinese had opposed
discussion of disarmament on the ground that the "call for disarmament lulls the
popular masses and dembbilized’ them in the struggle against imperialism, "

m 43, . In violation of the prin¢iple of corract ufyaternal relations! of Com-
_miunist Parties, the ‘Chinesé have ¢riticized Parties "behind their backs, ' This

[P

criticigm of the policies of the CPSU "does ndt contribute to the prestige or unity

_of the international movement, In particular, the Chinese had disagreed with the

“November 1959 "Appeal" of seventeen West European CPs and had called this
document "opportunist," In this way, the Soviéts say, the Chinese have set them
'gelveg_ up as the ''judges over the group of most experienced parties,' and they

. did it inthe absence of these parties, atan eeting at Peking., In criticizing the

"CPSU itself, the Chinese CP hds not been firect; ‘but has made wse of “indirect .
methods afml;l' 'f}!hc'tionari‘e‘g_,._"‘ A' A A e R .
" 44, The CPSU charged the Chinese with departing ffom the Moscow Deck
‘ration and "Peace Manifesto" of 1957 on several counts,
JA;’,-;‘ o ‘ T TUET p W e PR 'fu"- L ok P e e PR . o
) L, They had "revised" the characterization of the present Yepoch!' so as t
mhake it read that this 'is "'an epoch of wars and revolutions", .

AT 3 . i AT . 10
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“Théy say that the "Leninist pringiple pf peaceful coexistence’, 38 if is .

spelled: out in the Moscow Declaration, creates ."illusions' and that "peaceful
coexistence is impossible; it only git t‘i’fié‘s the imperialists and enables them to.
murder the peoples of Asia and Africa with impunity," SR e

"3, ‘The,Chinese say that the thesis in the, Moscow Declaration that fthe
struggle for peace /is/ the foremost task' of the Communist Partics is "erroneous
and anti-Leninist'" and that it encourages the ""delusion that there can be peace with
capitalism," , o e ’ o : ’

PEELAF I A

4, The Chinese reject the Mpscow Declaration's thesis on " 'different” ...
of transition' " as coming from an "-‘incorrect understanding of imperialism,' "
5.. The Chinese question the thesis: of the Moscow Declaration that the 20tt
CPSU Congress had opened "a new stage'' in the international movement, and they
w7ant to reopen the.question of the "cult of personality.” The Chinese had endozsec
t1e CPSU's action regarding the "cult of Stalin”, and Mao Tse-tung himself had
ione o at the 1957 Moscow meetings, The wew proposal to reopen the discussion
"detracts from important Party tasks, and weakens the struggle against the conse-
guences of the cult of personality’ in some other parties,, thq_-docu;nerrt'dgqlar'ed.

.. 45, It is.necessary to discuss the problenizs .of the character of the present
nepoch',. "war and peace", "coexistence', and 'roads to socialism!', the CPSU -
document states, because these problems are not seen clearly within the Commu-
nist mGvement, T ' T

. . 46, Character of the present “epoch', The document criticized as one . -
the Chinese characterization of the epoch as ong of “jmperialism, wars, and -
revolutions," The Chinese claim that any other attitude is a departure from
Lenin's views, The CPSU believes that the Chinese fail to take into account the
changes in the correlation of ¢lass forces and that they misunderstand and mis-
inteypret Lenin's thesis. The Chinege analysis is incomplete and it conflicts with
the Soviet characterization of the "epoch't as one also of “_di_sinterg_rai:ion of
imperialism, transition to socialism, "and of formation and consolidation of the
world system of socialism,". Developing further the well-established Soviet con~
cepts inthis regard, the document stated that the definition of the character of the
epoch has ""great fundamental importance", for from this definition are derived
different conclusions regarding "strategy and tactics, peaceful transition, peaceful
coexistence, war, peace, and disarmament,” ‘

47. The Cbingpe claim that the CPSUhas &epa‘x"ted’ frOni'Léhin'i'ém in
appraising the nature of "imperialism," but they are wrong. The document cited
statements at the 20th and 21st. Congress and by Khrushchev on his return from the

U,S. and later, from France, to support the Soviet refutation of the Chinese
charges. L T I T ST BT A A

.. 48, War and Peace. At one time,. the CPSU, document: said, the Ghinese
adhered to the Khrushchev thesis on peaceful coexistence, Lately, in the April

articles and at the WEFTU meeting, the Chinese have departed from this thesis, In

Red Flag the Chinese said that only the "imperialist general staff'!, and not the,

Communists, could decide whether theré would he war or peace, ‘whether to launch
local or general.waz, or -whether to intervene abroad. . This attitude is based on
a wrong analysis, of forces.  The document reiterated the Soviet argument that .
"war is.not merely an economic. phenomenon', but depgnds upon the correlation of

forces, and that the forces of peace may be able to prevent the “imperialists' from

resorting o war. The most 'decisive!! factor is the Communist éampy, . ... -,

49, To take the position that war is inevitable leads to "fatalism', "para-
lyzes the struggle", and "disarms.the people,'" Events after the 20th Congress
confirm the Soviet thesis, By 1965 "even the most rash imperialists will see that
war is impossible," 11

e {Moxre)
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50, At the Moscow conference in 1957 Mao himself said t gt 11 1 Everything
reduces itself to gaining fifteen years. ‘Lasting peace will be assured throughout
the world,' " Today, the Chinese are inconsistent, On the one hand, they call
imperialism a "paper tiger'"., On the other hand, they say that the imperialists
cannot be restrained. The CPSU, however, says that the imperialists should be
neigher over or undere stimated.

51, According to Chinese articles, whoever defends the thesis / of avert-
ing war/ is " topposed to wars of liberation' ", This is false. Coexistence
does not mean renunciation of proletarjan class war, or of national liberation,
including armed struggle." The contrary is true: class struggle will increase
once the threat of war has been iliminated,

52, The Chinese have persisted in their view that 'as long as imperialism
exists,..the succession of people of war and peacs will be permanent and inevitak
iThe document cited Red Flag and People’s Daily.) Atthe WFTU meeting, Liu
Zhang-sheng said that it was an Millusion" to think that there could be a world
ithout wars and without arms so long as imperialism exists. At a public ses sion
of the WFTU, members of the Chinese Central Committee launched a polemic
sgainst the Peace Maniieéto which had been signed by "all"! Parties, including the
Chinese, o ‘

, 53, The CPSU document declared that peaceful coexistence means
gaining time' for the "consolidation of the Socialist system and the acceleration
of the building of socialism and Communism, "' The "Communist Parties cannot
permit society to be thrown back hundreds of years' and the destruction of
thundreds of millions' of people. ’

54, It is impo:é'sil'ale to accept théargﬁh’xériié of Red Flag: ""'We need not

-

fear war, Atom bombs are paper tigers /used by the imperialists/ to subjugate

people. The losses from war will be compensated by the victory of socialism, '"

55, The Soviet position, the CPSU document said, is that ten or fifteen
years of peace will ‘assure the supremacy of Socialism and it will then be possible
to exclude war, "'even if capitalism remains in part of the world." (The document
cited Lenin in support of this policy.) '

56, Coexistence, the Soviets asserted, will encouragé‘centrifugal force:
within the "imperialists bloc* and will "sharpen contradictions! within "imper-
jalist countries" and between them. '

57. The Chinese say that coexistence means nclass peace'. This is
wrong. The Soviets ne ver included within the concept of coexistence relations
between colonies and colonialist countries, between dependent and imperialist
countries, or between the proletariat and the exploiters. Coexistence, on the
contrary, is a "form of class war" on the international level, It opens up possi-
bilities for solidarity with the masses for the eventual defeat of capitalism, (The
document cited the November 1959 Rome nAppeal" of the 17 West European CP's),

_ 53, The Chinese say that, in connection with the struggle for national
liberation, "the CPSU is' flirting with the national bourgeoisie' and 'abandoning .
class positions, " This is wrong, The Soviet position on participation of the nation
bourgeoisie in the national liberation struggle is "Leninist", -

59, Soviet economic aid to the 1ijberated countries' is justified by the
fact that "objectively" such aid promotes the cause of peace and weakens imperia.
ism, The Chinese say that the policy should be "revised!" on the grounds that whe
the national bourgeoisie gains power it loses its ability to fight imperialism /ndiz
Egypt, and Indonesia were cited/ and "are themselves becoming imperialists',

12
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60, - The Soviets answered this by saying that it is recessary not to "skip
stages in thé revolution'. To do so can'cause ngerious damage. " It is essential
to "look at the correlation of clags forces.' The “imperialists" try to exploit
"gplita’in the national liberation movements. 11 The Communists must try.to
increase their "friends" among the neutralists. This.used to be the policy of the
Chinese, with their slogan of “unity and struggle”, butno longer.

.

61, THe CPSU document sand that it was necessary to exploit "contradic-
tions in the enemy ¢amp" and cited Lenin's statements on this subject. The
Chinese argument that one should ''not sit at the table with imperialists'” is a

denial of this Leninist policy. '

62, The Soviets consider it essential not to minimize the military strengt!
of the "imperialists' because to do so would make it impossible to ''mobilize
+heé masses against the threat of war," CR :

63. The document denied that coexistence weakens the military ability of
the "Socialist camp", and refuted Chinese insinuations at the WFTU meeting that
digarmament proposals encouraged #llusions', The current Soviet approach to
disarmament is "new". It is based on the belief that the Soviet policy would make
it possible to create "'broad popular fronts' and mass movements, and that it
makes it difficult for 'bellicose circles-to intensify the arms race. " The Soviet
effort to get rid of U.S. ‘overseas bases is a'major aim at the disarmament cam-=
palgn, and events in Japan have ‘shown the effectiveness of Soviet policy. The
Chinese concept of & Ythird way' which was'put forward at the WFTU meeting
means nothing less than continuation of the cold war. and of the arms race, and
causés political difficulties for the peace policies of the USSR by substantiating
imperialist charges that Communists want war, R e
.64. Different forms of transition to socialism, The CPSU document refur
the Chinése charge that the CPSU had been advocating the idea that  the
vpeaceful way' was the ''only way of transition. ' It cited the 20th Congress theasis
on this point and the statement in the 1957 Moscow Declaration. The Chinese
apparently no longer agreed with these statements, which they had at one time
endorsed, but if so, they should say so frankly. : ;

65, The need for closer unity between t he socialist camp and the inter-
national Communist movement, The CPSU document said that the Chinese positior
throatens serious damage to the unity of the socialist camp and that 'many"
Chinesé actions have been ''disloyal and uncomradely’.

66, Although the Chinese say that the USSR should lead the '"camp', behin
the back of the CPSU they have attacked the CPSU, through 'trade union represen:
tatives, representatives of the national liberation movement and other representa:
tives of the Communist parties. " This shows a lack of "gincerity! and is a viclatic
of the "'principles of proletarian internationalism. "

67. The document cited cases when the. CPSU had disagreed with the
Chinese Party, but had not intervened: the "hundred flowers" program: the
Chinese abandonment _/__fn the commune programr-. of the "Leninist principle of
material incentive under socialism." In Soviet eyes, "loyalty to Leninism is teate
not only by words. but by deeds”, the document said, and it cited Soviet aid to the
Chinese (5 billion rubles in deliveries and 6. 6 billion rubles credit. )

68, The document said that it was necessary and possible for the differemy
between the Chinese and the Soviets to be overcome "without compromising prind:
ples. " The Chinese must take into account the "'interests of the world Communist
movement'; dissension can only benefit "imperialism, the common enemy. "

13 {More)
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69. On 17 June, CPSU represeéntatives met with CPC.delegates enroute
to the Rumanian Party Congress. The Soviets told the Chinese that they considered
the lattérs!'views and methods erroneous, . The Chinese refused to change their
stand, but said that they would be willing to ""admit their errors' if.a majority
at the Bucharest conference ''proved! them to be wrong. ‘

70, The CPSU document said that, in view' of the fact that the issues in
dispute had been defined in the Peace Manifesto of 1957, signed by all Communist
Partles, the CPSU considered it necessary to exchange views with representa-
tives of all parties. ' o - : : ‘

_ 71. The document concluded with an expression of confidence that the PC
would "weigh our comradely criticism in a Marxist way and draw the necessary
sonclusions, bearing in mind the interests of the entire Socialist camp and the
international Communist movement, which are inseparable from the interests of
‘lie buil ding of Communism in the Chinese Peoples Republic. "

Developments after Bucharest
B R . : Y

* -72, In'the three months following Bucharest, the dispute continued unre-
solved, and indeed, there was no serious attempt to resolve. it. Each side con~
#nued to argue the merits of its respective position; each continued its effort to
geét support within the world movement, ‘The Soviets sent a series of letters to the
~hinesé criticizing the Chinese propaganda activities and putting the Chinese on
notice that Soviet technicians would be withdrawn during August; The Chinese
replied to these letters and, on 10 September produced a comprehensive rebuttal
of the charges which the Soviets had made in the circular draft letter of 21 June.
The conténts of the Chinese letter 6f 10 September were made khown to some
foreign Communist leaders, just as the Soviets had done with their 21 June
circular, As of mid-September, leading circles throughout the international -
movement were well aware of the gravity of the dispute and many were disturbed
by the prospects of an international meeting, scheduled for 9 November in
Moscow, at which they would be called upon to commit themselves,

73. The developments during these three months will be treated chrono-
logically and in summary form.

& - JUNE

74. On 29 June both Pravda and the Peiping People's Daily carried edi~
torials on the Bucharest communique that made it abundantly clear that both
Parties remained firm in their divergent views. Neither of the articles criticized
the opponent, but the "principles" statements of position were clearly divergent.

i

75. Pravda falsely claimed that in signing the communique the entire Bloc
had endorsed the thesis of the 20th and 21st CPSU Congresses, as well as the
proven validity of both Moscow Declaration and the Peace Manifesto of 1957.

The article was clearly intended to create the impression that the CPSU had the
full support of the world movement, S

_ 76. Peoples Daily c‘ﬁsposéd-of the communique briefly, using it mainly as
peg for lengthly presentation of the correctness of the Chinese interpretation of th
Moscow Declaration, with emphasis on '"revisionism' as the "'main danger'’.

77. Inlate June, representatives of the French, Italian, and Danish CPs
were in Moscow and were presumably briefed, on how to handle the dispute,
- - {(More)
14
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78, Durmg J‘ulv ‘the CPSU tock action against Chinese propaganda actimﬁae
in the USSR, arranged to withdraw Soviet technicians from China, reasserted the
fundamentala of the’ Soviet position, * ard adopted a resolution which formally -
endorsed Khruahc‘hev's act:,ons at Bucharest whil.e sharply attackmg Chinese views
Sreie el T RN 3 ‘- : ]
79.A The CPC Ieadership apparently helé a long conierence during the
month,. It i is believed that the Chinese’ deci.ded to withdraw temporarily from open
ctsputaﬁ.én, to concentrate on strengthening dorheéﬁc ‘controls in order fo ’
counter Sonet pressures, and, in prepa.ra.tlcm for'a reaumpnon of open debate. to
exert pressures on the mterna.ﬁ.onal movement. P
, 80 Early in July, the CPSU infoz:med the CPC that, in carrying some -
~ffensive editorials, the Chinese Rus sian-language journal Druzhba had violated
& "no~criticism™ agreement., " The arncles wete characterized as against Marxism
Leninism and the Moscow Declaratmn. The Soviets told the Chinese that the -
Sodvdt pubhca.ﬁon in Pelqng was being stopped and, they asked that Druzhba also ‘
fse stopped # :

i i ot ,,:,}_A

‘81] Kommunist No. 10, s1gned o the press 11 J’uly 1960 carried an

,mportant artlcle by F. Konstantinov and K. Momdzhyan. who proceeded to Gipholc

tie CPSU pos1uons and reéfuté the Chinese _argumerits oncthe basis of ""revolutiomuy
Malectics" and "creative Marxism, “On Iy dbctnnaires, and not revolutionaries’
could faill to understand the slgmficance of peaceful coexistence in the "changed
~ondit10ns” of tcday, ‘they said, Those whd argde (as the Chines¢ have) that
coexistence’ Heould ch,sarm the peoples. fdeolog1ca11y and demobilize them" are
guilty of "mlsleading" some CPs. "I‘hey can only drag these parties to the positiae
of sect arianism and dogmatrsm" Anyone who acts to create disunity in the Bloc,
the authors charged are Ywilly or nilly" WOrk:mg agamst the ""success of the -
struggle for peace and soclahsm. .- the aacred duty” of all Commanists.

" 82. On 12 July the Central Commlttee of the CPSU convened m plena.ry
session; and its final resolution, dated 16 J'uly, ‘went far beyond a mere “eriticism
of left-wing dogmatism. . The resolufion | gave unusually heavy emphasxs of ‘the
CPSU's approval of the Conduct of the Soviet deleganon to Buchare st, and it
acmally digtorted. the result of the Bucharest debate to make it appear that it had
formally endorsed the theses of the 20th and 2lst CPSU Congresses and that it had
included denunmatlon of "narrow na.tionahsm" ‘For the first time, the Central
Committee formally characterized as "deviahons" such viewa such as those held
by the Chinese,

.83.. The strong commitment by the Central Committee to. the Khrushchev
line at Bucharest reflected new, ‘dxsturb ing developments in Sino-Soviet relations
1*1r1ng the two weeks follow ing B uchare st. Military relationships snagged, and
the matter of the Sov1et techm.mans was reach:.ng a crit:.cal stage.

e ,,84. A Sov1et rn1htary mission dxspatched to China after Bucharest to
conclude certain defense arrangements reportedly found that the Chinese had
abruptly decided that.they, and not the Russians, should control the facilities
in question, A CPSU foreign section official told a leading Free World Communist
in July that problems had arisen from Chmese demands for modern (presu.mably
atomi.c) weapons. |

o

*In addition to suspending the distribution of Druzhba, the C hmese
illustrated periodical Kitai was dropped for at least two isaues. It
is not ~ 'kncwn whether or not this was also mentioned in this July -
issue, - ‘

15 o (More)
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85, Later in July the CPSU wrote the CPC, complaining about the Chinese
attitude toward Soviet technicians, According to the CPSU, the Soviets had wanted
to withdraw their technicians for work at home some years earlier, on the ground
that sufficient numbers of local technicians had been trained, - The Chinese had
refused. Then, when the Chinese complained about the behavior of some techni-
cians, the Soviets had considered their withdrawal, but the Chinese demurred. .
Recently, the CPSU letter charged, the Chine se had added to their disrespectful
treatment of the technicians by circulating nanti-Marxist" literature, such as
“Long Live Leninism" among them in an effort to subvert them,

. 86, In a letter. dated four dais later,’ wii:hoﬁé waitingfor a >r'ep1y from
Peking, the CPSU served notice that all Soviet technicians would bé withdrawn
during August, ) o :

87. -Less is known of Chinese activities during the month of July, '"Long
Live Leninism' was widely distrubuted abroad in an effort to publicize the Chinesa
views within the world movement, A theoretical journal (Hsiang River Critic},
which had played a key role during the period in the 1920's and 30's when Mao
-was opposing Soviet influence on Chinese Communism, was revived in the middle
of July, Liu Ning-1, leading a delegation to- Japan at the end of July, subsequently
demonstrated by his actions in Japan the content of the hard Chinese line in foreign
policy, The Chinese leadership, apparently. in extended conference from 2 July
to 22 July, prepared its answers to the CPSY letters, and it seems likely that the
Shinese were then in favor of conciliating the Soviets as much as possible without,
however, retreating from positions of principle,. . ' S

(TR RS TR paeten 3 s oo . . . E

88, Relations continued to worsen during August, The month opened with
a Chinese yeply on the questions of the technicians and publications. Later, the
Chinese leadership appesrs again to have met and probably to have decided to take
2 harder position against Soviet pressurgs, 'In mid.-August the Chinese began
again to participate in the open disputation, The CP3U continued to publish articks
attacking Chinese positions and employed the Bulgarian Party leader Zhivkov, to
push pro-Soviet, anti-Chinese theses in the international Communist journal,
Problems of Peace and Socialism, Late in the month the CPSU was circulating
to foreign CPs a revised and strengthened version of the 21 June letter which had
been shown to foreign CP delegations at Bucharest,

89.In the C'lfgifne“s_e repl‘y’tol the CPSU letters of July régard:ing the publica~-

tions and technicians, the Chinese said that the CPSU publication in Peking had

been writing objectionable pieces since 1959, The Chinese pointed out that the
publication Amerika was distyibuted in the USSR and that it publicized the "Ameri-
can way of life'' and "imperialism'', The Chinese acknowledged that they must

Low to Soviet wishes, but requested reconsideration,

90, Concerning the Soviet technicians, the Chinese refuted the CP5U
charges. The CPC had only complained about a few technicians, »nd this had been
getiled, It was not true that the advice of the technicians had been treated derisely
as the CPSU had charged, The technicians themselves had asked for Chinese
literature at the very beginning, and it was not unusual that they had attended

occasional lectures. The dist:ibgtion of "Long Live Leninism'" was not exception-
able: the _technicians h@.d' nat been forced to discuss it.

91, The Chinese said that if the ‘Soviets continued to object to these prac-
tices, they could be discussed, but the CPC did strongly object to the unilateral
Soviet action. It constituted a violation of the Sino-Soviet treaty. It would damage
the Chinese conatruction program, create difficulties, weaken the Bloc, and
encourage the "imperialists',

" et ' S0 (More)
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. 92. An Ong ahsts Congress, which had been long and widely-hearalded
by the Soviets and at vir!hxch Smorlcgy had been given high booking, opened in Moscow
on 9 August~-thhout the Chinese, Their withdrawal, without explanation, and with
lame explanation by the Soviets, was probably intended to demonstrate disapproval

of "opportumst" Soviet efforts to attract pratzcipants from the We st.

93 Another meetmg af the C’hine 8€” leadership appeara to have been held.
between 2 and 13’ August. No details are’ available. ' Sl

%4, In m1d~Augnst, Problems of Peace and Socmhsm carried an article
by, Bulgarwn Party chief Todor Zhivkov, who had s1gnally supported Khrushthev
at Bucharest, Zhivkov's defense of Khrushchev's 'peace strategy as both necessar
and feasible followed the line. previously énunciated by Khrushchev, Gomulka, ]
Novotny, and Togliatti, and indicated that the CPSU was beginning to step up, its
use of Problems of Peace a.nd Soc:tahsm as a weapon in the dzspute. T

95, Li Fu-Ch‘un, Pchtburo member a.nd Cha1rman of the State Planning
Commiceion, reopened the Chinese campaign in the overt debate, His 16 August
article in 53_& Ylag (like the April "Long Live Leninism'" article) was published -
in English in Pekm&Review, 23 August, He charged that the Ymodern revisionist:
who had been trying to isolate China since 1958 would only isoclate themselves (as
the CPC had said privately to the CPSU in late 1959 or early 1960), . In mid~month,
the deputy director of the CEC's mterna.f:xona.l Liaison depavtment led a strong
Chinese delegrtion for the Cuban Party congress to Habana, where he concentrate
on lobbying among fore:.gn delegafes to line them up a.gamst the "mode::n revision-
ists!, ‘ : G e

: 96 Als in mxd-August, a speéc‘h by Li Wez-—han a.sserted that thq Chinese
were the only correct interpreters of Leninism: ""The Mao Tse-tung ideology is .
Marxism-Leninism in its fullest developed form in the era of socialist’ revolution
by the proletariat, " Characteristically, the speech added a second major thesis
reminiscent of 1949: '“armed struggle is the principal form of wa.ging the revohtiom, |
It is of cous1derable sjfgmfmance that this speech was. uof published until 24 Septzn
ber, by wmch time the CPC‘ had defmitely decided upon a much more intransi gea.ut
attitude toward the CPSU : ) ; : o Ct '

97. Meanwhue » the CPSU in mid—August was contmuing to elaborate 1ts '
ideological pos.atmn. " Following 2 important article by Frantsev in Pravda of 7
August against a Yrebirth of views similar to those of the laft-wing Communists' ,
a 1eadmg ‘spckesman for the ‘foreign section of the. Party, B.N, Ponomarev, dckra
in Pravda that peaceful coexistence was "nothing else but a higher form of class
struggle. " On 16 August, an article by S, Titarenko axplimtly smgled out Chinese
fer warnmg agamst the dangers of "1salatmn."

93, Almost coine 1deu:a11y, on 16 Augus" Li Fu.-ch‘nn wrote inLR ed Fl;zg
about the ua«.d fur the -.,hmt.se to ”rely mamly on our own efforts'',

99, On 26 August the lea.dmg CPSU expert on C,ommunist tactics in under-
developed countries, Ye. Zhukov, wrote in Pravda on ""Some Questions of the
Cantemporary Netional Likeration Movement, ' This was a shawp rebuttal of .
Chinese hostility toward "huargeois nationalists!, which Jhaughty attitude”, Zhukc
sawi, constxtu*od Yzectariauism of the most dangerous kmd. "

100, Late in Auvgust it appcared that th~ CP‘SU had c;rculated among »he

Free World CP's a revised and strengthened version of the 21 June circular which
had been 'shown to delegates at Bucharest, 'The CPSU seems to have told the
recipients that they would now have suffiefent time to digest the Soviet charges and
to reach clear-cut denisions prior to the scheduled meeting in Moscow in Novemba
The letter emphasu.ed that the CP5U intanded to aeek clarification and to, reach a
clear agreemont with the CPC, - ' U .
-

1# .
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101, Chinece determination to stand firm on its positions, demonstrated
by sta_temen’ts jn the Chines¢ press and at the Vietnamese Farty Congress, was
cominunicated t> the CF5U in the Chinese letter of 10 Septemiber. Soviet state-~
ments during the first half of the rnonth indicated that Msacow was also not pre-
pared to retreéat, - B ' e '
102, On 4 Septetnber the Chinese belatedly published the full text of a
speech Belivered on 22 July to the Chinese Writers Congress. The speech includ-
ed a direct attack on the concept. of "humanism' -<theme in both the domestic and
foreign programs of the CPSU, . . o R

© 103, 'The'follow:'.ng"dé.y_Li'"Fu-é‘h"_uxji, “who headed the Chinese deléegation to
+he Viefhamese congress, delivered a speech reasserting the correctness of the
basic Chinese positions, The response of the leading Soviet delegate N A,
Mukhitdinov on 1l September was a violent attack on the Chinese,

o B L I R IT (o
104, The Chinese letter of 10 Septermber 1960, By far the most importang
devaloprmerd, however, was the 1) September CPC Jetter to the CPSU, which was
out¥nnd by ihe Chincse for the benefit of foreign CP's in continuation of the
Chinese ‘effort to enlist their sympathy, The letter is organized on a pattern
similar to that of the 21 June CPSU circular for the purpose of countering each
of the charges in that circular, ~ . . R

© 105, Chinese views on the ,béckﬁrbund of the current dispute, It was not
true, as'the CPSU had alleged, that the CPC had agreed with the CPsSU in the
past and had only recently diverged from the.CPSU, -Artually, the letter stated
the differences began at the 20th CPSU Congress in 1956, when the CPSU wrong-
fully struck off Stalin's ""positive role' without prior discussion with the fraternal
parties, ‘ahd when the CPSU put forward an erroneous theory of "peaceful transi-
tion", also without consulting the othex CP's, The CPC had registered its objec-
tion to these CPSU actions, both in principle and inh unilateral way they had been
taken, : o sl S

_ 106, In October 1956, the Chinese letter stated, the CPSU had mobilizsd
armed forces against Poland and the CPC had objected. The CPSU had wanted
the fraternal CP's lapparently in a joint meeting) to condemn the Polish Party
collectively, but the CPC had objected to this proposal,

| 107. Inthe case of the Hungarian uprising, the Chinese had again been
obliged to intervene with the Sovicis to get them to crush the uprising by force.
The Soviets had at one point been determined to withdraw. their forces from
Hungary, ‘ : Ce : ' '

108, At the 1957 Moscow conference of CP's a.nd: CPC had been instrumer
tal in forcing significant vevisions in the first draft of the 12 Party Moscow Dec~
laration. The first draft had said nothing about the subject of ‘state power of
class struggle, but rather outlined apurely'parliamentary path" for "transition'.,
The CPC had objected, but, in order to Ngave face' for the CPSU, had eventually
‘agréed that the Declaration should show a link hetween the formulations containec
in the De:laration and the 20th CPSU Congress theses, ¥

109, A% the Mosz w confercnce, Mao had cavefuly specified that the CPS
should "lead" the Bloc, This preeminence carries with it the responsibilities
of leadership, the 10 Septumber letter stated, and ihe CPSU should discuss matte
with the othar CP!s on an cgual basis,

110, The CPC letter, in refutihg Soviet cha‘rges to the cohtrary, assertec
‘that the CPC had not discussed these differences with other CP's. '

A key symbol of the curreunt dispute has Eeen the consistent Chinese avoidar
of the theses of the 20th and 21st CPSU Congresses in their affirmations of
the Moscow Declaration, ‘

DrETTaaioa
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11, The Chinese declared that the CPSU had gradually deviated from the
Moscow Declaratmn and had gone. back to the "wrong! theses of the 20th CRSU
Congress, Khrushchev, especially, was'guilty of this from. September 1959, and
of open criticism of the CPC and its leaders, The letter cited numerous exam- ‘
ples of the incorrect. CPSU attitude: allegations that the Chinese want to main- o
tain the cold war, charactermation of the Smo-Indian border dispute as."'stupid';
insinuation that Maoc had butlived his usefulness: "testing'' the West by arms;
Khrushchey's friendly characterizations of Eisenhower; talk about war; etc,
Kuusinen's Lenin day artzcle the Chinese- cla.1me.d, did not even mention the
Moscow Declarat1on~-wh1ch shows how far the CPSU had departed from it. Even ’
if Khrushchev sa.ys that no names have been mentioned in these statementa, it is
olzar to everyone accordmg to the Chmese, who ig meant. . :

uz, The CcrC 1etter defended the Chmese actions ‘at the WFTU meeting in
Peking in June 1960 and pointed out the mconsmtency of the Soviet poasition: it is
correct for the C-PSU to attack the CPC in the presence of non-Communists and
“irperialist! reporte*-s at Warsaw (i.e., at the CEMA conference) and Bucharest,
Lot wrong “or the Chinese to call a meeting. of Communists trade unionists at’
Feking, I'urthermore, the CPC letter reveals.the main point of the Chinese objec-
iion to the Sa111ant report (concurred in by the Soviets, the letter states) to the
WETU meetmw' the report mentioned the- free wozrld without quotation marks,
whereas communes’ and the’ Leap Forward were put in quotation marks. This
g yling consﬁtuted an open cmtu::.sm of the’ CPC's pohcy. !

113 Accordlng to the 10 Sepf:em‘ber Chxnese lettex, the CPsuU had sen’e a
letter to the ‘CFC on'2 June calhng for.an international meeting to resolve the :
differences. The CPC had' agreed but had asked for time to prepare itself, Then,
on 7 June, the CPSU. suggested that there be held at Bucharest a prelu-nmary con-
ference to discuss tactics following the collapse of the Summit, The CPSU .
assured the CPC that no resolution would be adopted at this meeting, Agam, the.
Chinese’ agreed. But at Bucharest Khrushchev surprised the Chinese by launching
on their positions & full scale attack for which they were not prepared, Instead
of an atta.ck on~ "xmpcrhlism". as the CPSU had proposed, the discussion was
dlverted toa "harmful and d1srupt1ve" a.ttack on the CPC, After Bucharest, a2
press campaign was’ la.unched agamst the Chinese, The CPC letter criticized the
CPSU for rashness and said that the latter seemed not to have understood "how
much this had dama.ged Soviet prestzge as the leader of the' camp,

14, Concermng the as sessment of the character of the "present epoch“
the CPC letter redsserted the correctness of its assessment of the present ‘bal-
ance of forces and its interpretatibn of this shift as meaning Ngmer opportunitiés
for struggles for Socialism, for mational liberation, for peace, to expand and to
succeed, " Khrushchev's views on the s1gn1f1cance of the shift (which. Mao recog~
nized as early as 1949) are erroneous, The CPSU and Khrushchev have deviated
from the Moscow Declaration in talking about banishing war for ever", "world
without arms and weapons" Vexport of capital helping the development of colonial
paople”,” local wars leadmg "mev:.tably to world war", etc, .The CPSU; by empha-~
sizing the importance of discussions with imperialist statesmen, promotes the
"personality cult, " These views harm the "liberation struggle', Khrushchev .=
overestimates the weakenmg of "1mper1a1ism", and his views are ''subjective! -
and '"idealist",’ o

: 115, Concerning the question of "war and peace", the CPC letter chal-
lenged the CPSU positions, The CPSU has turned the slogan “war is not fatalic-
tically inevitable! into "war is fatalistically avoidable”,  The CPFSU not only
"hesitates'! to, support "liberation struggles" but even "opposes' them, Of all
the forceg for mdintaining peace cited in. the Moscow Declaration, the strength
of the camp is the most important, but the CPSU is weakening the camp by with~
drawing technicians, The letter justified Mao's "paper tiger! thesis by quoting
Lenin to the effect that "Anglo<French imperialism has feet of clay!, The well-
known Chinese emphasis on 'vigilance' and "struggle" was reiterated, and the
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letter ,a:fg\;ed_'tﬁa;t;ixbt the ChinesebuttheSoweta.rgument about ‘the 'fdestruction

of mankind" bu niclear war "is to create panic and lead to »sq;-'rg‘_:f;aer_ and bla.ck-
mail¥ . S : R

_-.i116. * On the question of npeaceful coexistence', the Chinese letter con-
ceded that negotiating with Mimperialists " may be necessary but dbjected to any-
thing that would ibeautify" them, It might also be necessary to compromise, but ¢
the Chinese would trust more in the efficacy of "exposing the mass struggles'
than in the "'good wishes" of the. imperialists. The letter held out for what the
218t June CPSU circular had called the "third way": '"world war can and must
be avoided, but the alternative may not be peaceful coexistence, It may be some -
thing like what obtains at presénf:, call it cold wax of anything you like, " The
lettexr objected to specific Soviet formulations, such as calling peaceful coexis«
tence "the highest form of class struggle! * and saying that the "upsurge of
liberati on struggles is the result of coexistence", *¥ It said that Zhivkov had
carried this (false)line of reasoning further in saying that ''coexistence is the
road to socialism, "k The Chinese attitude toward bourgeois nationalists was
reaffirmed, c L S '

117, On the guestion of "peaceful transition", the Chinese claimed that
the GRSU had taken a "one-sided" view, had sought in the first draft of the
Moscow Declaration to "'evade" thehard facts of "state power, class struggle,
dietatorship, smashing the state machinery''c and had been guilty of turning
WLeninism into bourgeois humanism", -The question of "peaceful transition”
must not be. confused with the tparlismentary path': ''we should have no’illusion

. i

about the possibilities of bringing aobut, structural éhangés ,t'hzl'Ough Parliament, "

8. "Tactics in the International Mass Organizations," The CPC
letter defended the Chinese attitude toward the international fronts: they ghould
be "fighting organizations'; they must fight "imperialism, particularly U.S,
imperialism'; they must ""gupport unequivocally all nationalll_i'be;atibn ;trugglés"_ ‘
and "democratic struggles inside capitalist countries''; they must be "flexible"
and not merely rubber-atamp Bloc policies, But the ‘Soviets j,wf‘er*e "all along'
opposed to support of national liberation struggles by the World Peace ‘Council,
and the International Union of Students nearly was 'liquidated dus td Soviet
insistence on the merger of reactionary students' organizations, a

- 119, :Concerning Revisionism and Dogmatism, the Chinese letter reaffirm-
ed the Moscow Declaration assertion that "internationally revisionism is the
main danger" and rebuded the CPSU for holding that " irevisijonism has already
been smiashed! "', It shought to.turn around the Soviet attack on "dogmatism"
by pointing out that it was "dogmatic! to attack such "concrete applications of
Marxism asthe Communes and Greap Leap Forward. - S

120, With respect to International Solidarity, the 10 September letter.
returned to the CPC's ‘views on the way the CPSU should conduct itself as the
"eader" of the Communist "Camp", The relationship must be on a basis of
equality and responsibility,. . The CPSU violated this principle when it said that
"all" the parties at Bucharest supported the Soviets, This assertion was not
true, the Chinese said: some CP's had taken different positions, Also, it was

® See'referencé to the Ilyichev. article of N.ovembésf 1959,7 in péra 3 above, ,‘,;,' '

% Possibly, a reference to the Pravda article of 26 August 1960 by Ye, Zhukov,
“{n which such an argument is implicit, -~ . AP

*%%F An elided‘e:xcerlptlfrém the. article Byj'Z'ixivkoi; in.;_P,r‘ol-:lems of Peace and ..
Socialism, August 1960, - . »20 . . T v Lo -
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“unfortunate" that the CPSU had raised the dispute to the .level of state relations
in the matter of the technicians, The letter expressed the Chinese conviction that
"Socialist unity is basic, while the differences are temporary.' As for the Nov-
imber meeting in Moscow, the Chinese believed that it would be a good thing if
there could be an agreement, but they feared that one mesting might not be
sufficient, Meanwhile, they.would continue to emphasize issues on which agree~
ment existed, while continuing to discuss unresolved differences.

‘ 121, Follwing the issuance of the 10 September CPC letter, the last devel-
opment to be accounted for in'this survey is the publication in mid-September of °
two Soviet-inspired articles in Problems of Peace and Socialism,. and an article
in Kommunist, The PPS articles, by Leon Bohr and Jean Dienne, further develop
the validity of the Soviet argumentation and present a number of the anti- Chinese
charges. Neither writer has been identified, The names may well be pseudonyms
and the CPSU's "use of functionaries' to conceal its hand is interesting in view of
the fact that it had accused the CPC of using this same device earlier.

122, An article by A, Belyakov and F. Burlatsky in Kommunist No, 13'
(10 September 1960) systematically criticized "dogmatic" (Chinese) positions on
peaceful coexistence, class struggle and national liberation movements, and the
possibility of ""peaceful trénstion, " Significantly, the article upheld the "creative
approach' of the November 1959 Rome "Appeal'! of the seventeen West European
Communist Parties, which the Chinese had besn covertly attacking as "opportunist

The Bloc Farties

123. . In the first three weeks after Bucharest (i.e., prior to the CPSU
plenum), the Soviet effort to get full support for their positions on tle part of the
other Bloc pa.rtiéé met with mixed success, The CPSU plenum of mid-July
stimulated further developments in this direction, e

124, By mid-September the following Bloc parties were on record as
formally committed to the Soviet side on the issues in dispute: Hungarian (29 June
Bulgarian (13 July), East German (24 July), Rumanian {1 August), North Korean
{1 ‘August), Polish (15 September ). In addition, Novotny of Czechoslovakia early
in July made statements endorsing the CPSU line, His statement and a similar
one by Gomulka at that time were sufficiently satisfactory to the CPSU for publica-
tion in Pravda (8 July)..

125, The Mongolian Party on 4 July and the Albanian Farty on the 11th
adopted resolutions which clearly failed to satisfy the CPSU, and they were
ignored by the Soyiet press in a 20 July roundup, The CPSU evidently exerted
pressure on these two parties, for on 14 August the Mongolian party publication
tinally presented a vigorous criticism of "dogmatists' and aligned itself with the
CFSU, and on 2 August, Enver ‘Hoxha of Albania spdée in support of the Soviet viev
on war and the desirability of peaceful coexistence, He did not, however, retreal
from the Albanian party's firm insistence that right revisionism remaing the main
danger to the Communist movement, and in fact the Albanian CP is clearly on the
Chinese side in the dispute,

1_26., The North Vietnamese Party at the outset indicated that it wished to
remain neutral in the dispute and has continued to do so despite evidence of Soviet
pressure, In private converstion in September; Ho Chi Minh reportedly stated
that he was determined to remain neutral. He considered it important that an
agreement between Mao and Khrushchev be reached before the November meeting
in Moscow, but he feared that neither would give in. On the questions of "transi-
tion" and Chinese policy toward India, Ho appeared to support the Chinese views.

. 127, In addition to 't':h;é adoption of formal positions on the dispute, "explan
atory" programs were obperved in some Bloc countries,

21
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128, . Folletring a conference reportedly held at Varna arhong ‘Bulgaridn,
Hungarian, Pplish, Czech, and Rurhanian répresentatives in the last week in July,
the Bulgarian party leadership discussed the launching of a 'mass explanation"
within the party in order to explain the issues in dispute, to justify Bulgarian
support of the CPSU, and to allay what was described ag a feeling of ""general - -
tension bordering on panic' in the upper echelons of the Party as a result of the
Sino-Soviet dispute. ' ‘ ' : o ST :

129. The East German party also Iaunched a briefing ¢ampaign at the same
time, Lower cadres were briefed on the basis of extracts from the report on the
Bucharest conference, ‘An attempt was made to create the impression that the
dispute involved practical matters rather than basic policy considerations.

' 130, In borh the Bulgarian and East German parties it seems that Party’
officials were told to watch out for manifestations of deviations similar to those
of the Chinese, and countermeasures against ''mationalist’ deviations figured in
the plans for the anti-Chinese effort in both countries,

RN RS
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